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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Trunick in view of Cukor et al., and Gerstenberg et al. 

Trunick shows all of the limitations of the claims except for specifying details of 
the image and document data generation and storage, and the use of a diagram to 
show status. 

Trunick shows a freight tracking system. From the bottom of page two, 
for larger volume shippers, many carriers will offer use of a dedicated terminal which will 
permit access to tracing information. Typically, the shipper can get more information 
from a system like this and it is more convenient to use. Terminal-based inquiries can 
be made using broader information such as consignee name. When associated with the 
shipper's identification, the system will display status (when the party concerned 
specifies a data request, the output is a display status. The reference is silent as to how 
the status is displayed.) on all shipments bound from that shipper to that consignee. 

Personal computers also have a place in shipment tracking. Like the terminal-based 
systems, personal computers provide detailed information and more of it. Computer- 
based systems can store and forward information such as purchase orders, bills of 
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lading, and freight bills. These systems can even rate shipments-sometimes on more 
than one carrier. 

From the middle of page 3, once the basic shipment information is in the carrier's 
system, the shipment can be tracked to the destination. When the shipment moves from 
dock to trailer, trailer to dock, or anywhere in the system, the person responsible for the 
work updates the shipment status, says P-I-E's Russ Dixon, manager of sales and 
marketing. American Airlines follows a similar process, collecting shipment information 
whenever cargo moves onto or off of an aircraft or from container to container, says 
Fred Otteson. 

Roadway maintains an "image" (the reference is silent as to how the "image" is 
generated and stored) of the shipper's BOL in its computer system. This includes a 
database of commodities shipped, special instructions, and delivery instructions for 
various consignees (inside delivery, special handling, etc.). 

The middle of page 4 discusses using the tracking systems to facilitate customs, 
(a storing identification data that identifies a party concerned with export or import) Test 
runs showed some shipments can be cleared through U.S. customs within 20 seconds 
of "wheels up" in Europe, says Lieber. American's SABRE system is automatically 
updated so that the consignee can be notified of the arrival time for the shipment, (an 
execution date is inherent in this capability.) 

Cukor et al. teaches a shipment system including processing of document 
images. Cukor et al. teaches generating image data of a document on which a 
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condition of exporting or importing of goods is described (see for example column 5, 
lines 37-42) and storing the image data (see for example column 5, lines 42-47). 

Cukor et al. further teaches storing document data described on said document 
(see for example column 6, lines 49-56). 

Cukor et al. teaches a data output step for outputting the images and the 
document data (see for example column 9, lines 18-35). 

Cukor teaches said image data generation step generating said image data upon 
reception of said documents obtained as a result of execution of a physical distribution 
step (see for example column 1 0, lines 4-1 2). Examiner notes that the arrival of a 
shipment to the remote freight terminal represents a physical distribution step. 

Returning to Cukor et al. Examiner notes that Cukor teaches that it is common 
for shippers or consignees (concerned parties) to require that the shipping invoice be 
accompanied by copies of various documents, such as bill of lading, purchase order, or 
signed delivery receipt (see column 12, lines 25-29). To achieve this Cukor et al. 
downloads the images which are printed at the central station. 

Cukor teaches determining a type of generated image data, and when the 
determined type is different from a predetermined type, converting said image data to 
said predetermined type and storing converted image data (see column 7, lines 39-54). 
Cukor shows a diagram illustrating a correspondence between the host computer 
(person who conducts the procedure) and received by the shipper or consignees 
(person who receives said procedure) (see column 12, lines 16-30). 
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Based on the teaching of Cukor et ai., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify Trunick to 
incorporate the architecture of Cukor et al. in order to provide established processes to 
accomplish tasks, which have been broadly described. 

Gerstenberg et al. teaches a method for controlling and intermediate stacking 
device for flat shipment. Figure 2 is a status diagram, with arrows, of the sequence of 
steps carried out during the process and corresponds to the possible state transitions 
shown in the last column of diagram 1. 

Based on the teaching of Gerstenberg et al., it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify Trunick to 
incorporate the use of the Gertenberg et al. status diagram in the displaying of status in 
order to provide a graphical, easy to read, means for displaying status. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Trunick, 
Cukor, and Gerstenberg, as applied above, and further in view of Pure PDF. 

The combination of Trunick, Cukor, and Gerstenberg does not specifically teach 
predetermined type as PDF. Examiner submits the article "Pure PDF" as evidence that 
at the time of the present invention the PDF document format was old and well known 
as ideal for cross-platform operations (see lines 9-10). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the present invention to modify the 
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predetermined format of Cukor to include PDF as taught to be old and well known by 
Pure PDF. One of ordinary skill would have been motivated to modify the references in 
order to produce a system ideal for cross-platform operations. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/29/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant asserts that the prior art does not teach current status being displayed 
as a diagram. The examiner does not concur. Trunick shows the obtaining of current 
status. Gerstenberg teaches a status diagram. There are many possible ways of 
displaying status once it is obtained. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to choose any of many display methods, but based on the teaching of 
Gertenberg, it would be obvious to use a status diagram. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Cuff whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6778. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Michael Cuff/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



